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23 July 1946. 


COMMISSIONER: 


George Re Taylor, 


TH ES, De 
The commission will convene 
purpose of hearing the affidavits of the SD as submitted by 
We are ready to proceeds 
to prove the tasks, aims 
i» to the establishment 
RSHA, and in connection with this that the SD did not take part 
conspiracy in order to commit crimes according to Article 6 of the 
statute, nor did it support any such conspiracy, 
The affidavits covering this period of time are to support 
the testimony of Dr. Spaengler, who has been asked for and has not yet 


appeared for interrogation. 


SD AFFIDAVIT NO. 27 SD has been made `y Dre Albert Karl 


tl س‎ 


Lit le 


WilhelmVand refers first to the time between 1931 anà 30 January, 1955 
It sveaks of first of the tasks and the offices of the leaders and 
lecturers, the meetings and the offices for the protection of the General 


SSe 
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importance. In the entire of Cermany, there were a» wenty to twenty 


3 


five parsons employed sad a^out twenty to twenty five lorery persons 
doing this work. They had not been trained, there was no responsible net 
of confidence men. Every support or condition for an espionage system 
was lacking. The members did not و‎ pt to support a group of conspira- 
tors. The activities were considered by the nepuablic as legal and refer- 
rine from the time fron January 60, 1933 un he establishment of the 
SS intelligence organization gradually fell away 
altogether. In 1935 or in 1934, the SD mai j f its own was 
established. The task wes to observe end evaluate the format sleamed 
for the intellectuel disoutes of the party. Fror 1933 
were not as yet a sufficient number of men or honorary men for a net of 
intelligence work or news service. In 193º the Centrel “ivision 11,1 was 
done away with, This Department concerned 
cerning opponents, 
vitel new service for the Inlands-SD was com>ine: 
In 1939 there was an end to this development because of the 
111 within the RSHA. No work was carried on in secret. 


Confidence men were not obliged to keep their activities secret, There 


were no spying activities, there was no close communion between the 


Gestapo and the SD. lio orders were given to supervise election. The per- 


secution of Jews did not “elong to the task he ST The SD or parts of 
organization did not take part in the boycott of 4 April 1933 
and in the program of the Sth of November, 1938.fhere was no support of any 


conspiracye 
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Are there any objections on 

prosecution 
CONKLINC; No objection. 
COMMTSSIONER: The affidavit, as submitted, will be marked 
SD No. 27 | for identification. 
sk جع‎ πε 5k ok sk sk sk sk χε ok ok R ako ok ok kkk 
now submit AFFIDAVIT SD NO, 28 by Dre. Albert Karl 
Wilhelm. 
With this affidevi I want to refute the charge of the prosecution 


that the SD hed the task to rather secret information about actuel or probable 


opponents of the Nazi group 80 that proper steps destruction or for 


4- 


he injury of the opposition could be takene 


I refer here to the trial brief - Gestapo and SD statement of 

evidence 111 B, page 17 of the mnglish text aad page 16 of the German trans- 
۱ h 

Dr, Albert Karl Wi m in his effidavit said that the SD was given 
the following tas "y Heydrich, first, that the carrying on of the intellizence 
and informetion service of the SD must a! ind eyond individual cases, 
that the SD had not the task of finding out individual cases in order to 
have them suffer executively. This was the tasks of the police offices, which 
were organized for this purpose 

THE COMMISSIONDR: Any objections thi L avit ns submitted? 

CAPTAIN CONKLING: No o>jections.e 

TER COMMISSIONER: The affidavit as submitted will “e marked 
SD AFFIDAVIT NO. 28 for identification. 


xk EO joke seek oi 9k 9k k kok دج‎ 
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DR. GAWLIK; SD Affidavit No, 29 was given by Hans Timmermanne 
affidavit concerns itself with the tasks, aims and activities of the 
brancheoffices and the confidential agents, who worked there, and that in 
connection with this, that th im asks a activities of the branch 
offices and confidentis gor ! 10% one of supporting any conspiracy 
or taking part in the comm 18 'rimes areiast/peace, war or crimes 
against humanity. 
In this a iavit, Timmermann says that the task of the confi- 


: 


dential arents was to 3 in objective reports concerning the general 


public feeling and thus take part in finding out what were the deeper 
possibility for any mel developments and 
agents were not supposed to take p iu €t impunitive prosecution of 
individual persons. The nomes of confidentisl men were in vrinciple not 
to e mentioned. These confidential arents did not belong to any secret 
conspiracy group with the aim of committing crimes against peace, war and 
humanitye The branch offices were not a link in the chain of an espionage 
organization for the purpose of keeping the conspirators and criminals in 
power, or supportinr them, or in themselves taking part in crimes against 
peace, humanity or ware 

THE COMMISSIONER; Any objections to the affidavit as submitted? 

CAPTAIN CONKLING; Νο objections. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Let the affidavit as submitted be marked 


SD AFFIDAVIT NO. 29 for identification. 


SE sk 5k ae با‎ sk ok ok e k seo 3: ας 2k ke fk k ok ΤΡ 
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DR, GAWLIK; The next is SD AFFIDAVIT NO, 30 given by Theodor 
—————É— a a 

Zeller. This affidavit treats with the repudiation of the charge of the 
prosecution, that the SD carried on its work in secret and refers to the 
trial brief against the Gestapo and SD, statement of affidavit 3-5, pace 
17 of the English text and pare 16 of the Germen translationes 

In this affidavit Zeller mentions that the activities of the SD 
were not secret, 

TEE COMMISSIONER: Are there any objections to the affidavit 
as Submitted? 

CAPTAIN CONKLING: No objections. 

TEE COMMISSIONER; The Affidavit, as submitted, 


iul 


as SD AFFIDAVIT NO, 30. 


esce se a se ook ak ak ok ok sak oe a ake ok ote te ok ok ok ak 


DR. GAWLIK; SD AFFIDAVIT NO, 31 is given by Dr. Laube Horst. 


It concerns the tasks, aims and activities of the officers employed within 
the SD as confidence men of the Reich state and comu itye In connection 
with this, that the aims, tasks aad activities were not such as to support 
a conspiracy or commit crimes against veace, war or humanity. Dre Laube 
Horst says in his affidavit that the employees who were employed within 
the SD as confidential agents never wanted to promote by means of their 
work any conspiraty for the preparation of an aggressive war or for the 
committin* of crimes. They honestly endeavored to place their knowledge 


and experience in the service of peaceful inner and foreign political tasks. 
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After the outbreak of wer, they \elieved that they were o lized to 
support the Government by means of a defensive war by means of their 
activities within the SD. These officers have shown that their work 
was apart from any spying, boasting or azency work as fer es their reports 
were concerned and adhered to the vrinciples of law and justice of order, 
cleanliness and economy. 

THE COMMISSIONER; Any o^2ections to the si mission of SD 
Affidavit No. 513 

CAPTAIN CONKLIN πο objections, 

TEE COMMISSIONER; Let the affidavit as submitted be ma 
SD AFFIDAVIT NO. 3le 
po د ا امتح ی یت‎ A? σένα 


3k ἃς 3k of sak oke e oke oko oc se k spoke ΑΚ ΑΕ ook ok oko K 


SD AFFIDAVIT NO. 32 is given by Otto Ohlendorf. 
It is supposed to refute the charge of the prosecution that the Sp was 
a pert of the SS during the entire tire from its founding until the end 
of the war, and iatroduction to the trial brief against the Gestapo and 
SD - pave 12 of the English text and page 13 of the German Translation - 
argument and conclusion page 67 of the English text and pare 61 of the 
German translation. 

We want to prove that in fe year 1934, the SD was an independant 
organization, In SD Afficavit No, 32 Ohleadorf says thet since 1934 the 
development of the SD took pert entirely apart from the tasks originally 
set ^y the SS, Only ten percent of the members of the SD inland intelli- 


gence service came from the General Ss, By far the greatest majority of 


honorary workers and confidential men = shout 90% of the members of the SD 


Inland were no SS members at all and did not become members. The fulfillment P 


΄ 
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of the mission, as developed by the SD Inland itself was not bound to 
the person of the Reichsfuehrer SS but on the contrary, he restricted 


the development. 


THE COMMISSION R iny objections to the affidavit as sub=- 


No objections. 


The affidavit as submitted will be marked 


NO, 32 for identification. 
3k ok sk 3k 3k 5k sk sje 3k ok R E ok 2 2K oe OR ae ok ok ake oie akc ak oo 
GAWLIK; The next AFFIDAVIT SD NO, 33 was also submitted 
Pei alas aie سس وس وس‎ 
or made ^ Ohlendorf. It contains the cherges of the vrosecution 
that the ST played a role in the execution of one or more of the 
missions ie SS. (Indictment of the SS 11, pare 8 of the German Trens- 
lation.) 
I wish to prove that this was no longer the case in the period 
Since 1954. Otto Ohlendorf says in his af: vit the individual main 
offices, under the jurisdiction of Himmler, did not operate jointly or 
in cooperation automatically It is not correct that the SD main office 
carried out a definite special mission within the freme-work of the SS. 
There was no main office that could in any manner be termed a leadership 
office. The SD-Inland Amt lll of the RSHA received its work, aims and 
general activities not from a high command of the SS. This is also true 
of the fact that the duties as to work, aims and general activities were 
directly or indirectly not given as a suppliment of the work, aims and 


general activities of the SS main offices. The SDeInlend was rather in- 
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dependant of the tasks of the SS and police. It develoved and carried on 
its activities as an independant organization. 
THE COMMISSIONER: Any objections to the affidavit as submitted? 
CAPTAIN CONKLIN No objections. 
THE CCMEISSION"R Let the affidavit as submitted, be marked SD 


Affidavit Noe 33 for identification. 


Let SD Affidavits 32 and 33 be consolidated as one exhibit for 
ےھ یک‎ 

the purpose of identification and for the further reason that the two affi- 
davits were made by the same person. Dre Gawlik do vou heve any objections? 

DR. GAWLIK: No objections. 

sk ok ak 3k R 3k e ok ak soe he oe sie 3k اد‎ ἃς Ἡς Ἡς k kk oR ke 

DR. GAWLIK; Concerning my next argument, I sumit three affidavits. 
AFFIDAVITS SD 34 = 35 and 36. These three affidavits refer to the fact that 
ی کج ارب ای کے اراس ات‎ C NNI ἃ 
the SD and Gestapo have always been independent organizations and were not 
combined in a uniform volice system, (Repudiation of the charge of the 
Prosecution Statement of Evidence 11 B and 111 n of the Trial Brief 9 and 


17 of the English Translation. 


SD AFFIDAVIT NO, 34 was made by Richard Hildebrandt and gives 
سا‎ BE ECCE s, NEA d 


proof that by means of the Higher SS and Police Fuehrer a cooperation or & 
union of such a kind between the SD and the Gestapo did not take slace. The 
higher SS and Police Fuehrer wes aot head of the SD-Inland. It was not his 
work to rive any instructions ο neerning work, nor discipline the organization, 
The personal policy of the sDeInlend wes completely independant of him, 


THE COMMISSIONER: Are there any objections to this affidavit as 


submitted? 
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COLONEL ORLOV; No objections. 
COMMISSIONER: The affidavit, as submitted, will be marked 
SD AFFIDAVIT NO. 34 for identification. 


v مدع‎ sfc sk ok ak oe ak ke Ἄς sje ske ok sje ote ai e بل بر‎ Ἡς kok e 


EE Tr ^ ITAS ο 1 1 {τ r an Tat 
DR. GAWLIK; AFFIDAVIT SD NC 5 mede by DrijHoffmenn,jKorl-Heinz 


says that by means of t! t mer the office of inspectors of the 
Security Police and sD, the Gestapo and the SD were not united into a 
police system and one unified office. 

THE COMMISSIONER: Are there any objections to the affidavit 
as submitted? 

COLONEL SMIRNOV: No objections. 

THE COMMISSICNER: Let the affidavit, as submitted, be marked 
SD AFFIDAVIT NO, 35 for identification. 

3k 3k oe ke se joe 3k he akak ak ak ok k fk ok E f ας R kO o 

DR. GAWLIK: SD AFFIDAVIT ΝΟ. 36 submitted by Otto Ohlendorf 
proves that the decree of the Reichsminister of the Interior of November 
11, 1938 - PS 1638 = did not correspond to the actual relationshio to 
the SD and Security Police, ^ut only represents an intended regulation 

n the picture and therefore cannot “e considered es proof that it belonzed 

to the airs and tasks of the SD to support the Security Police. 

THE COMMISSIONER; Any objections to the affidavit as submitted? 


COLONEL SVIRNOV: We are of the onidion thet statements in the 


made it is impossi>le to raise an objection now, however, we shall submit 
or own effidavits later to refute them. 


THE COMMISSIONER; The Commission grants this privilege to the 
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prosecution on all these affidavits, but the recerd will show the objection 
to any affidavit as submitted. 

I note from the record you have stetements from Otto Ohlendorf 
in SD Affidavits 32, 33, 36, 40, 44 and 46. Is that the same person? 

DR. GAWLIK: Yes, 

TFE COMMISSIONER; In order to clarify the record before the 
Tribunal, T surgest that we consolidate the six affidavits by Ohlendorf 
as one exhibit in order that he may get his testimony before the Tribunal 
in one affidavit rather than in six affidavits. Any objections, Dr. Gawlik? 

No objectionse 

HE COMMISSIONER; Let the record show that SD AFFIDAVITS NOS. 32, 
33, 36, 40, 44 and 46 are consolideted for the pirpose of the record in 
submission to the Tribunal, 

Let the affidavit+as submitted be marked SD AFFIDAVIT NO. 366 

3⁄ k kok dos ka skokoke دبع‎ ak kk a kok kk 

DR. GAWLIK; I now sumit Affidavits Nose 37 and 38, which are 
a suppliment to the affidavit of DR. Wilhelm Hoettle - PS 2614 of November 
5, 1945. Both affidavits refer to the fact that Hoettle was only employed 
with the SD-Inland in Austria and that he does not have a sufficient knowledge 
of the tasks, aims end activities of the SD-Inland within the boundaries of 
December 31, 1937. (The tasks end objectives of the SD 111 B of the 
Trial Brief, page 18 of the mnglish text.) 

SD AFFIDAVIT by Dre Wilhelm Hoettlé says that he was employed 
within the SD service sector in Vienna from Yerch, 1938 until the summer of 
1939, that later he was only emplcyed in the foreign intelligence service 


division. He does not know of the activities of the Sp-Inlend within the 


[^ 
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German Reich proper. He says that the Imowledre concerning the tasks, airs 
and activities of the SD-Inland within the German Reich proper were established 
in the mein ο: the basis of reports. These reports did not show thet the 
SD-Inland was taking pert in a conspiracy for the cormitting of crimes against 
peece, wer and humanity. The SD did not possess any ivmediately influence 
on the selection of the leaders of the party. 

COL NEL ORLOV; I heave an objection against this affidavit as it 


is not in accord with the rules concerning the submission of affidavits by 


the Defense pursuant to the order of the Tribunal dated July 5, 1946. 
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COLONEL ORLOV: I have an objection against 
this affidavit. The Witness, Dr. Hoettl, who himself was 
employed by the SD is basing his testimony solely on, as 
I mentioned before, these reports, and theser eports are 
of no impa tance or interest to this Commission, 

DR, GAULIK: I quite agree with the Russim 
Prosecutor that Dr, Hoettl is nd a well enough informed 
witness, but Dr. Hoettl is a witness fa the Prosecution, 
and this sworn affidavit has been submitted by me in order 
to prove that the witness is incompetent to testify. I a 
grateful for the fact that the Russian Prosecutor agrees 
with me. 

COLONEL SMIRNOV: The matter at issue here is 
to find out whether the affidavit submitted by Dr. Hoettl 
was used to establish positive cr negative facts. 

DR. GAULIK: The affidavit by Dr. William Hoettl 
was submitted by the Prosecution in suppa t of it's indict- 
ment of the SD. 


MR. TAYLOR: Colonel Orlov, the affidavit as sub- 


mitted was for the purpose of refuting the statement and 


affidavit of the affiant as submitted in the Prosecution 
brief, on page 18 of the Prosecution brief, 

DR. GAULIK: I want to disprove what the Russian 
Prosecutor has just said, that is, that Hoettl has not 


a sufficient knowledge concerning this topié or this theme, 
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COLONEL ORLOV: Could we have a short recess to 
read this affidavit? 
MR. TAYLOR: Yes, the Commission will recess 
for ten minutes. 


YA ten minute recess is t akend 


COLONEL SMIRNOV: Mr. Commissioner, I am of 
the opinion that the xwzEEmERE supplement of the affidavit 
by Dr. Hoettl should not be accepted. The affidavit as 
has been submitted does not only concern the German Reich 
proper but also the occupied territories, and speaks of 
the territo 165 within the Reich, as well as in the occupied 
territories after 1958 and 1938, whereas, the supplement 
also refers to this and nothing new can be added to what 
has alreadybeen said in the first affidavit. Therefore, 
the supplement to the first affidavit should not be 
accepted. 

CAPTAIN CONKLIN: I think it is well understood 
that the SD is pm etty much the same in Austria and Germany 
in their tasks, and as long as the man Hoettl was a quel ified 
member in Austria, I think it is immaterial whether he 
belonged to the SD in the German Reich and krew their 


plan. 


MR. TAYLOR: I think it is all right. For the 


purpose of the record let it be noted that the Russim 
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Prosecution ahd the American Prosecution have objected 
to the affidavit, which is marked SD No, 37 for identi- 
fication, as being irrelevant, and that the objection 
will be submitted to the Tribunal for their ruling. 
The affidavit itself will be mmxxm marked SD #37 for 
identification. 

DR. GAULIK: I should like to add that I do 
not want to prove with this affidavit anything concerning 
the activities and objectives of the SD, My sole purpose 
in submitting this affidavit is to prove that Dr. Hoe ttl 
was employed with the SD from "arch 1958 until the summer 
of 1939 in Germany. 

MR. TAYLOR: Very well, the record will show 
that. What about affidavit No. 38 nor? 

ووو ود tentasse‏ 

DR. GAULIK: Affidavit No, 38 was submitted by 
Thee Gahrmann. Thee Gahrmann refutes the statement 
of Hoettl concerning the acitivities of Group III Be 
Group III B did not issue any instructions ar directives 
in writing nor orally, which showed that the SB considered 
the foreign workers in Germany inferior. The instructions 


of Ampt III B rather were issued with the purpose of 


telling about the attitude and opinions of the foreign 


workers in the different spheres of life, 


MR. TAYLOR: Is there any objection to affidavit 


No, 38? ۳ 
| 
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COLONEL ORLOV: No objection. 

MR. TAYLOR: Let the affidavit submitted be 
marked SD No. 38 for identification. 


κ κκ κ κκ κ κ 


DR. GAULIK: The next affidavit, SD No. 39, was 
| concerns 
given by Adam Foertsch and/zaxfkmmx the repudiation of the 


charge of the Prosecution that the SD had an immediate 
and authoritative influence upon the selection of the 
Nazi leaders, See trial brief against the Gestapo and 
the SD, Statement of Eviderce III B, page 18 of the English 
text) Mr. Foertsch says in his affidavit that in the 
former gau d' upper Bavaria the SD had no material or 
authoritative influence upon £khmzx the selection of the 
party leaders, 

COLONEL ORLOV: No objection. 

MR. TAYLOR: The affidavit submitted will be 
marked KX SD No. 39 fee identification, 

SI 

DR. GAULIK: My next affidavit is SD No, 40, 
by Otto Ohlendorff, and is supposed to replace the testimony 
of Seibert, whom I asked fa and applied for and who has 
not yet apps ared here, Thisaffidavit concerns itself 
with the aims, tasks and activities of Group III-D of the 
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RSHA, and in zammEEX connection with this that Group III D 


did not support any conspiracy and did not take part in the 


committing of crimes against peace, war crimes and crimes 


against humanity. Otto Ohlendorff says in his affidavit 
that it was the task of Group III D to the office that 
concerned themselves with economic questions concerning 
any mal developments which had been works d out by the numerous 
trained, confidential agents, and thus to observe especially 
any critical voices within the population and to make 
positive suggestions, 

GROUP III D, Economy of the SD, especially did 
not take part in the deportation of nationals of the occupied 
territories fa forced labor and in the control of these 
foreign laborers, 

MR, TAYLOR: Any objection to the affidavit as 
submitted? 

COLONEL ORLOV: No objection. 

MR. TAYLOR: For the purpose of the record let 
the affidavit be marked SD No, 40 for identification and 
reference made to the other affidavit submitted. 


κκ 
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SD 
DR. GAWLIK: AFFIDAVIT #41 to #46, inclusive refer to the Einsatzgruppen, 
Actions Group in the East, and these affidavits refer to war crimes, (See Statement 
of Evidence # VI A of the Trial Brief, page 25 of the English text). The first 
affidavit SD $41, submitted by KARL HEINZ BENDT, speaks (a) of the action groups 
with the Army Groups, A, B, C, D, and that they did not belong to the organization 


of the inland SD, Amt III, R.S.H.A. (b) The members of the inland SD, Amt III, 


R.S.H.A. had in general no knowledge of the mass executions in the East, 


CAPT. CONELIN: No objection. 
MR. TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked SD #42. 


DR. GAWLIK: SD #42, submitted by WALTER SCHELLENBERG says that the 
Action Groups employed with the Army Groups, A, B, 6, D in the East did not be- 
long to the foreign intelligence service, Amt VI, R.S.H.A. 

6ΑΡΤ, CONKLIN: No objection. 

MR. TAYLOR: Since there is no objection, let the affidavit be 


marked SD #42. 


DR. GANLIK: SD #43, HEINZ WANNINGER says that the Action groups 


were not composed of volunteers, 
MR. TAYIOR: Any objection to the affidavit? 
CAPT. CONKLIN: No, 
MR. TAYLOR: The affidavit will be marked SD #43. 


DR. GAWLIK: SD #44, also by OTTO OHLENDORF says that with the Action 


Groups, A,B,C,D, no parts of the organization of the SD offices III, VI and VII 
were used, 


MR. TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked SD #44. 
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DR. GAWLIK: SD #45 byERWIN SCHULZ says that the selection of Chiefs of 
the Actions Groups and of the action commandos did not take place according to 
their previous capacities, nor according to their activities as Chiefs of 
Office, Gruppenleiter, or Consultant in the offices of the R.S.H.A. or as an in- 
spector of the Security Police and SD in a definite sector or as a Chief of Office 
of a group of the Security Police or SD, 

MR. TAYIOR: Any objection. 

The affidavit will be marked SD #45 for identification, 


DR. GAWLIK:  Affidavit f46 also by OTTO OHLENDORF says that the Action 


Groups with the Army Groups, A,B,C,D were special organizations. 
MR. TAYLOR: Any objections to the affidavit? 
Let the affidavit be marked SD #46 for identification. 
. For the purpose of submitting to the Tribunal, reference is made to affidavits #46, 


44, 40, 36, 33 and 32, being made by the same affiant, Otto Ohlendorf. 


DR. GAWLIK: My next three affidavits SD #47, BS, and وبا‎ are to prove 
that the members of the sdrvice districts of the branch offices and the confidence 
men had no knowledge of the activities of the Action Groups employed in the Fast, 
As follows, SD #47 made by WILHLEM DYROFF for Gau Sued-Hannover, Braunschweig; 
SD #48 by KARL HEINZ BENDT, for SD Senior Sector Wmkk North, Stettin, Breslau, Duessel- 
dorf; SD #49, ETT ADOLF OTT, for the SD Sector Neustadt, Weinstrasse and Saarbruecken. 


MR, TAYLOR: Any objection to the affidavits? 


DR. GAWLIK: My next affidavit, SD #50 by HEINZ WANNINGER, is to 


prove that Puetz was an official of the Gestapo, and not as mentioned on Page 26 of the 


HY 
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English Text of the Trial Brief against the Gestapo and SD, a member of the SD. 

MR, TAYLOR: Any objections to the affidavit? 
Affidavit as submitted will be marked SD #50 for 


identification. 


DR. GAWLIK: The next affidavit SD #51 by WALTER SCHELLENBERG refers 


to crimes against war. Statement of Evidence VI F of the Trial Brief, Page 54 of 
the English Text). Statement of Evidence - the SD had no hand in lynching justice, 
Schellenberg says as a supplement to the affidavit of 18 November 1945, 2990 P.S.: 
"The hostile attitude towards English and American aviators was not to be promoted 
by the SD, but by the Security Police." 

CAPT. CONKLIN: No objection. 


MR. TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked SD #51 for identification, 


DR. GAWLIK: My next affidavit is SD #52 by WILHELM KEITEL, referring to 
the following. In the documents of the indictment, 553 P.S., 498 P.S. and 532 Ῥιδε, 
the Security Police is to be understood by any reference to the SD not the inland 
intelligence service Amt III nor the foreign intelligence service Amt VI or Amt VIT, 

In this affidavit Keitel says: "During the teak trial in Nurnberg, I realized that the 
conception which is also prevelant in military circles concerning the kxkx tasks and 
work of the SD as a police executive organ is not correct, It is rather the case that 
very often in military language and in regulations, the letters SD are mentioned - if 
on the other hand the competent organ of police with executive power is really meant, 
Therefore, it really should have said Chief of Security Police and SD, instead of just 
the abbreviation SD, As far as the high command of the Army is concerned, I can de- 
clare that in some of the offices, there was a mistaken conception concerning the 


authority of the SD in this respect, and that this has led to a wrong use of the 
abbreviation SD," 
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MR. TAYLOR: Any objection to the affidavit? 

COL. SMIRNOV: No objection. 


MR. TAYLOR: The affidavit submitted will be marked SD #52 for identification. 


DR. GAWLIK: The next affidavit, SD #53 by EMIL PROESCHEL, refers to the 


persecution of the Jews. ftatement of Evidence VII A, page 60 of the English text of 


the Trial Brief). Proeschel says that the SD did not have a hand in Anti-Semptic 


programs of the year 1938, 

MR. TAYLOR: Any objection? 

The affidavit submitted will be marked SD #53 for identification, 
mim αμ um κο ma αν PLA Me m wm cm m be mcm > s =s 

DR. GAWLIK: The next affidavit #54 refers to the persecution of the 
Jews in France. The affidavit was submitted by DR. HOERST KXMEXK LAUBE, and he 
says that the SD did not have a hand in Jewish persecutions in France, 

CAPT. CONKLIN: No objection. 


MR. TAYLOR: Affidavit will be marked SD #54 for identification 


DR. GAWLIK: Next affidavit/concerns itself with the persecution of 
the church, Statement of evidence VII-B, page 63 of tne English translation of vas 
trial Brief, "The activities of the church commission of the SD was not te wiag 
about measures to persecute the church. The reports of the SD only were to give 
leadership an indication of the religious movement within the various denominations 
and the result of measures by the leadership groups. The confidence men of the SD 
did not serve as spies to cooperate with the Gestapo activities against church members, 
The SD Amt III did not concern itself at sll with any church questions, The church 


committee of the Gestapo was not the successor of Axkwikwxg Abteilung II/13." 
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MR. TAYLOR: Any objections? 
Affidavit as submitted will be marked SD #55 for identification, 

DR. GAWLTK: Ihe next affidavit is supposed to take the place of 
HELMUT FROMM who already xk had been accepted as a witness, but could not be heard 
any more, I want to prove with this the duties, goals, and activities and methods 
of the SD in the Government General, and its connection with the fact that the 
members of the SD which were active in the Government General did not aid in the 
conspiracies and in the carrying out of crimes, according to article VI of the 
statute. "In the Government General there was no cooperation between the SD and 
the Gestapo. The Abteilung III were separated both by organization in their duties 
and activities from the offices of the Security Police, Persons which had to do 
nothing were not connected with the SD or Amt III seem to be members of the SD in the 
Government General. The SD with the Government General only had the intelligence 
goal. The SD in the Government General did not participate in the conspiracy. The 
SD did not have a special function in the Smmexzk Government General to find out and to 
execute persons that were racially or politically unwanted. The SD in the Government 
General was not responsible for the erection and the administration of concentration 
camps or for the extermination camp through forced labor and mass murder. The SD 
did not carry or did not have to carry out the measures which are mentioned in 


documents L-37, L-53, and L-63. The Sd did not have any prisons in the Government 


General. The only prisons mf£xkkm were of the Gestapo, The SD did not participate 


in the deportation of citizens of the occupied territories in the Government General." 
MR. TAYLOR: Any objections to the affidavit? 
CAPT. CONKLIN: No objections. 


MR. TAYLOR: Affidavit will be marked SD #56 for identification. 
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DR. GAWLIK: I want to prove my next four documents, Nos. 57 to 
60 inclusive, that the membership ofthe SD and Amt III was usually not 
voluntary but having its basis in the decree of an order. 

SD No. 57 being Bernhard Dilger, formerly of Gau Kaernten, 
Membership of the SD was according to official order 57.2 percent of male, 
and 53.8 percent of female members; 55.9 pervent of all members of the SD 
belonged to the organization due to result of official decrees. 

COLONEL SMIRNOV: I believe that it would be better instead of 
presenting these affidavits,the defense would present these official decrees 
according to which these people were joined, I think then we could judge 
as to the percert age of the people that had to go to the organization. 

DR. GAWLIK: I don't know for sure right now,but I believe I 
do have that decree in uy document book. However, if I do not, I, of course, 
am ready to introduce this document into my document book. 

COLONEL SMIRNOV: I believe it is only possible for us to discuss 
thesd afficavits if we have the decrees in front of us,and if we can look 
at that decree, because I personally do not believe that such a decree does 
actually exist. 


(MR. TAYLOR: The defense having stated that it would submit the 


7 
decree is d cd book, with that understanding the affidavits Nos. 


57, 58, 59 ari 60 will be received and marked for identification. 

DR GAWLIK: Yes. SD No. 58, Dr. Hans Ehlich. The composition of 
Group 3B; the membership of 85 percent of the members of Group 3B was 
due to official decrees. The 3 Abteilungsleitern section chiefs, two 
belonged to the SD due to this official order. 82 percent of the Ha 


and committee members belonged to the SD due to these official orders. - 
1 
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SD No. 59, Karl-Heins Bendt, SD-Leitabschnitt Duesseldorf. The 31 male 
members 15 belonged to the SD due to official decrees - individual mem 
bership due to official decrees of 3 section chiefs only; of 4 aids three; 

of 11 liaison chiefs four; of 7 managers of liaison positions three, and 

6 aids four. 
No. 60. Adolf Ott. SD-Abschnitt Saarbruecken, Gaugebiet Saarpfalz einsch- 

icsslich Lo:hringen. 76 members of which 34 belonged to the SD due to offi- 
cal orders. 

The next two affidavits, Nos. 61 and 62, concern themselves with Amt VI, 

and so far I have not presented any witnesses,or any affidavits concerning 
Amt VI,and therefore this summary of 61 is a little bit more sensitive. 

The duties, goals and activities of Amt Vi, especially that it was not one 

of the duties, activities and goals of Amt VI to aid a conspiracy, or crimes 
against the peace, war crimes, or crimes against humanity. Also the organiza- 
tion of Amt VI was completely EO ar ος of the organization 
of Ant VI was in general not voluntary due to official decrees; amd, fur- 
ther,that the activity of Group VIS was not generally known, partly not 
even to the chief of Amt VI. 

SD No. 61, Walter Schellenberg. The Foreign Intelligence Service, Amt VI was 
-an independant organization which was in no connection with Amt III,IV, or 


VII, or the ISHA,andthe SS. One can speak of an official connection with 


Amt III and VII only partially, and with certain limitations. The ἀπὸ VI 


did not particpate in a cons iracy to carry out crimes accordi to Article 
I p 


6 of the Statute,ani which did not aid in such conapiracy in any way. The 
reasons and activities of Group VIS were not completely open,and partly 
were known only to a small circle,and partly was not known at all to 


3 
Amt VI. » 


members of | 
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Amt IV did not particpate in war crimes, as there mentioned in the 
trial brief against the Gestapo and SD under No, 4A-2L. 


DR. GAWLIK: 6A. 


THE INTERPRETER: 6A-2L, and it was not used to carry out these 


crimes. The Amt VI did not give any orders concerning mass executions in 

the East. The members of Amt VI did not know of the executions which were 
carried out by special commandos in the East. A large part of the per- 

sonnel of the Foreign Information, or Foreign Intelligence Service of Amt VI 
and military were not volunteers,but rather their activity was due to socalled 
labor crafts law,and in the cases of offices, soldiers, and civil service 
employees, it was due to official commands, which means transfers without 
regarding the wishes of the individual. The numbers of those members 

which were not voluntary in the Foreign Intelligence Service until 1943 

was about thirty-five percent; 1944 was far over fifty percent. 

MR. TAYLOR: Let the affidavits submitted with no objection be 
marked SD 61 for identification. 

CAPTAIN  CONKLIN: here is no objection. 

DR. GAWLIK: SD No. 62, Walter Schellenberg, SD-Ausland only 
existed until 1, February 1944, and at that time was incorporated due to 
its fusion with the military counter intelligence into a new organization 
of secret informati on service. 

MR TAYLOR: There being no objection,let the affidavit be marked 
SD 62 for identification. 

DR. GAWLIK: The next affidavit No. 63 concerned itself with 
Amt VII. Iwant to state here especially I did not hand in any affidavits 


concerning Amt VII; so far I did not question any witness concerning their 
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organization, 

COLONZL SMIRNOV: If I am not mistaken Amt VII does not belong 
to the accused criminal organization. If I am not mistaken it was only III, 
IV and VI that were accused of being in a criminal organization. 

DR. GAWLIK: I do agree heartily with the Russian Prosecutor. 
I myself am not sure whether or not Ant VII is among the accused organiza- 
tion. However, up to now the pro secut ion has never made this point clear, 
therefore, it was my duty as defense lawycr to defend Amt VII with all the 
othe rs 

: I refer when I make this statement tothe indict- 

ment which accuses Amt 111 1۷و‎ and VI,but which does not mention Amt VII. 
That is correct only in the indictment where only Amt III, IV and VI are 
mentkoned. However,the indictment also speaks of theSD as a unit. If the 
prosecution agrees with me,and states that Amt VII is not among the ac- 
cused organization, then, of course, I will recall the affidavit. 

MR TAYLOR: The objection of the prosecution will be noted by the 
Tribunal,and for the purpose of the record the affidavit will be marked 
SD 63 for identification; provided there is no chargepgainst Amt VII, the 
affidavit, of course, is sur plusage,and is of no value,but in order to make 
the record the Commission is going to receive the affidavit into evidence, 

DR. GAWLIK: SD No. 63, Dr. Paul Dittel. Amt VII was completely 
independent organization aside from the interior intelligence service from 
Amt III,and Foreign Intelligence Service VI. The members of Amt VII did not 
know there was a secretive plan to carry out crimes against the peace, of 
war crimes,and crimes against humanity. It was nct the duty of Amt VII to carry 


out spy duties for the Gestapo. Amt VII did not cooperate in war crimes 


5ر 


listed under 6A or L. Amt VII did not have a duty to rrosecute the dews 
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À gíida vits 


I ۱۱ 


and the church. 

MR TAYLOR: Let's go to No. 64. 

DR. GAWLIK: SD affidavit No. 64 concerns itself with the Immigration 
Central Office . This is a repudiation of the statement that the Imigration 
Central Office had the duties to evacuate certain arcas,with a goal of 
continued colonization of occupied territories, or the destruction of the 
national existence, and,therefore, to further German influence,(trial brief 
against the 33 3-G,page 33 ani 35 in the German translation ) 

WR TAYLOR: Any objections to the affidavit? 

CAPTAIN CONKLIN: No objection. 

DR. GAWLIK: SD No. 64, Martin Sandberger, Immigration Office ,did 
not have theduty to evacuate people from occupied territories inorder to 
colonize these occupied territories, or to destroy the national existence 
in order to insure a continual enlargement of the German borders. 

MR TAYLOR: There being no objection,the affidavit will be 
marked SD No. 64 for identification. Any further affidavits? 


DR GAWLIK: No, that is all. I have no more. 


Mr TAYLOR: ime fhe Comission will adjourn until two o'clock. 


The Commission adjourned for noon recess until 1400 hours) 
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COLONEL ORLOV: No objectionse 
THE COMMISSIONER: The affidavit, as submitted, will be marked SD 
AFFIDAVIT NO. 34 for identification. 
*o* o 
DR. GANLIK: Affidavit SD No, 35 mace by D, Karl-Heinz Hoffmann, says 
means of tho establishment of the office of inspectors of the Securit 
and SD, the Gestapo anc tho SD were not united into a police system 
unified office 


STONER: are my objections to the affidavit as sub=- 


COLONEL SMIRNOV: 
THE COMMISSIONER: et the affidavit, as submitted, be marked SD 


Affidavit No. 85 for identification. 


DR. GAWLIK; و‎ idavit No 6 submitted by Otto Ohlendorf prives that 
the Interior of November 11, 1938 -- 
ot correspond to the actual relationship to the SD and 
but only represents an intende? regulation in the picture an 
as proof that it belonged to the aims anc 

of the SD to support the 3 curity Police, 

TNE COMMISSIONER: ny objections to the affidavit os submitted? 

'OLONEL SMIRNOV: e are of the opinion that statements in the affidavit 
are incorrect, but as tho affidavit has been properly given an? made, it is 
impossible to raise an objection now, however, wo shall submit our own 
affidavits later to refute them, 

THE COMMISSIONER: The Commission grants this privilege to the prosecu- 
tion on all these afficavits, but the record will show the objection to any 
affidavit as submitted. 


I note from the record you have statements from Otto Ohlendorf in SD 


ii ond 46. Is that the same person? 


THE COMMISSIONER: In order to clarify the record before the Tribunal, I 
suggest th.t we consolidate tho six affidavits by Ohlendorf as ono exhibit in 
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order that he my pet his testimony before the Tribunal in one affidavit 


rather than in six affidavitse ‘ny objections, Dr. Gawlik? 


DR. 2۶ N, objecti ons e 
THE COMMISSIONER: Let the record show that SD Afficavits Nos. 32, 335, 
40, 44 and 46 are consolidated for the purpose of the record in sub- 
ission to tho Tribunale 
Let the affidavit as submitted be marked SD Affidavit Noe 56. 
* * k 
DP, GAWLIK: I now submit affidavits Nos. 37 and 38, which are a 
supplement to the affidavit of Dre Wilhelm Hoettle -- PS 2614 of November 
و5‎ 19:5. Both affidavits refer to tho fact thet Hoottle was only employed 
with the SDeInland in “ustria and that he does not have a sufficient knowledge 
of the tasks, aims and activities of the SD-Inland within thc boundarios of 
Docember 31, 1987, The tasks and objectives of the SD 111 B of the Trial 
Bricf, pare 18 of 
SD fvvidavit by Dr, "i loet says that he was employed within the 
Vienna from Merch, 1938 until thc summer of 1939, that 
ign intelligence service divisione 
SD-inland within the German Reich 
He says thet the knowledge concerning the tasks, aims anc activities 
Gorman Reich proper were established in the main 
on the basis of reports, ‘These reports did not show that the SD-Inland was 
taking part in a conspiracy for the committing of orimes against peace, war, 


3 3 


^ud humanity. The SD did not possess any immediately influcnce on the 


selection of the leaders of the partys 
COLONEL ORLOV: I have an objection -rainst this affidavit as it is not 


in accor’ with the rules concerine the submission of affidavits bv the 


Defense pursuant to the order of the Tribunal dated July 5, 1946, 





on the 
takins 


and 
SEN 


COLONEL ORLOV: 
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Defons 


humanity. 


not possess any immediately influcnce on the 
ion of the leaders of the party, 
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order that ho may pet his testimony before the Tribunal in one affidavit 
rather than in six affidavits. 


“ny cbjections, Dr. Gawlik? 
DR. GANLIK: N objections, 
COMMISS Let the record 
a 
mission 


۳۹ 


AC 


show that SD Afficavits Nos. 32, 33, 
ro consolidated for the purpose of the 6 
Tribunal e 


1 


in sub- 
Let the affidavit as submitted bo 


marked SD Affidavit Noe 36, 
DR. 


GAWLIK: 


5, 19:5, 


I now submit iffidavits Nos. 37 and 38, which are a 
supplement to the affidavit of Dre Wilhelm Hoettle -- PS 2614 of November 


Both affidavits refer to tho fact thot Hoettle was only employed 
with the SDeInland in Austria and 


that he does not have 


a 


sufficient knowledge 
ind activities of the SD-Inland within thc boundarios of 
( The tasks 


filhelm Hocttl 


that he was employed within the 


until thc summor 


sf 
Oi 


1939, that 
tollirence servicc 


division. 


ar 


SD-Inland within the 
conec 


German Reich 
orning the tasks, aims and activities 
the G. ] main 
basis reports did not show that the SD-Inland 
part in onspiracy for ti 
The 


was 
committing; of crimes a 


inst peace, war, 


an objection «rainst this affidavit as it is not 
with t rules concerning the 
the order of the 


submission of affidavits by the 
Tribunal dated July 5 


1946, 
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COLONEL ORLOV: I have an objection acainst 
ttl, who himself was employed by th D is basins his 
solely on; as I mentioned before, these oports, and these reports arc 
Limortance or 9 to this Cormis 


. 


DR, GAULIK: I quite agree with tho Russian Prusceutor that Dr. Ho octti 
a well cnouch informed witness, but Dr, Hoottl is a witness for thc 
Prosccution, and this sworn affidavit 'as been submitted by 


provo that tho witness is i apetent to testify I ancrateful for the fact 


COLONZLSLIRNOV: The matter at issue here is to find cut whether the 
affidavit subuittod by Dr. H~cttl w sed to establish positivo or negative 
facts. 

DR, GAULIK: The affidavit by Drs 


Prosecution in suppor 


WT Pra ^ h anes 3 i4 
ILOR: OLONC بل‎ ) > ALLIGAVIT as SU bri 


. 0 ado A 
rosecut 


nowlodeo concernins 


or ton minutos, 


SHIRNCV: 
.onont 
affidavit as has bcon submitted does ^ only concern the German Reich proper 
but also tho occupied torritorios, and spcaks of the territories within 


R ich, as wcll as in tho cocupiod territories after 1938 and 1939, whercas 
tho supplement also refers to this and nothing new can bo added to 

already beon said in the first afficav 

first affidavit shculd not be accepted. 


CAPTAIN CONKLIN: I think it is well understood that the 


in Austria and Germany in thoir tasks, and aslony 
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was a qualified member in Austria, I 
belonged to the SD in the German Reich and kno; their 
lit, TAYLOR: I think it is all ۵ 
record lot it bo noted that the Russian Prosecutich and the American 
Prosecution have objected to tho affidavit, which is marked SD Nc. 37 for 
i-ontificction, as being irrelevant, and that tho objection will be submitted 
the Tribunal for their rulinz, he afficavit itself will be marked SD #37 
for identificatione 
DE, GiULIK: I should like to ald that I do not want to provo with 
davit anythine concernins tho activities and objectives of the SD. 
uposo in submittin: this affidavit is to prove that Dr. Hecttl 
l with the SD fron Marey 2736 until the summer of 1939 i: Germany 


To 


TAYLOR: Very well, the 


submitted by Thee Gahrmann, 
Thee Gahrnann refutes the statement of loettl concernins tho 
Group III 1 ( ] L B did not issuc any instructions 
writin nor 


in Germany inferio The instructions 


the purpose of telling about the attitude and opinions of the foreisn workers 


Is there any 
COLONZL ORLOV: No objection, 
affidavit submitted be marked 


identificatic 


D, GULIK: Tho 1 t To ور‎ Was given 
Foortsch and concerns the repudiation `f tho charzo of the Prosecution that tho 
SD had an immediate and authoritative “fluence upon tho scloction of the Nazi 
trial brief arzainst tho Gosta no and the tatemnent of 
Evidence III B, pare 18 of the Enrlish text) iir, Foertsch says in his 


+ 


thet in tho forner sou cf upper Bavaris the SD had no material or authoritative 
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GiULIK: SD #42, subni Valter Sehellen 


that the 
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ογος with tho Arny Groups; À, D, C, D in the East dic not 


belong to the forcirn intellisencs service, Ant VI, RD همه آآه‎ 
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DR. αἱ ΠΙΚ: SD Noe 45 by ERWIN SCHULZ says that the selection of Chiefs 
ν ^ 

of the à tions Groups anc of tho action commandos did not take place according 
to thoir previous capacities, nor according to there activities as Chicfs of 
Office, Grunpenleiter, or Ccasultant in the offices of the ReSeHeie or as an 
inspector of the Security Police andSD in a definite sector or as a Chicf of 
Office of a group of the S,curity Police or SD. 

WR, TAYLOR: <Any Objection 

Tho affidavit will bo marked SD Nos 45 for identificatio 

* ck 

pn. GAWLIK: Affidavit 1 :6 nlso by OTTO OHLENDORF says that the Action 
Groups with the Army Groups, à, Be Ce De were special organizations. 

MR. TAYLOR: «any objections to tho affidavit? 

Let the affidavit he marked SD Noe 46 for identification. 


submitting to the Tribunal, roforoncc is made to 


33 nnd 32 being made by tho same affiant, OTTO ORLENDORP . 


DR. GANLIK: My next three aff: avits SD. Nos. 47, 48 ond 49 are to prov 

that the members of the service districts of the branch offices and the cone 
v 
fidence men had no knowledge of tho activities of the À tion Groups employed 
in the East. ûs follows, SD Nos 47 inde by WILHELM DYROFF for Gau Sucde 
Hannover, Braunschweig; SD Noe 48 wy KARL HEINZ BENDT, for SD Sonior Sector 
North, Spettin, Breslau, Duesseldorf; SD No. 49, ADOLF OTT, for the SD Sector 
Neustadt, Weinstrasse ani Saarbrucckone 
TAYLOR: <Any objection to tho affidavits? 


Let the affidavits be marked To 47, 4€ d 49 for identification. 


DR. GANLIK; My next wi SD No. 50 by HEINZ WANNINGER, is to 


prove that Puctz was an official of the Gestapo, an? not as mentioned on 


Page 26 of tho Enrlish Text of tho Trial Brief arainst the G.stapo an! SD, 


mombor 


MAR. TAYLOR: «any objections to the affidavit? 


Affidavit as submitted will be marked SD No. 50 for identification’ 
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DR. GAWLIK: The next affidavit SD No, 51 by WALTER SCHELLENBERG r-fers 
to crimes arainst war. Statement o? Evidenee VI F of the Trial Brief, Pare 
54 of the English Text). Statement ο’ Evidence == the SD had no hand in 


lynching justico. Schellenberg says as a supplement to tho affidavit of 18 


November 1945, 2990-PS: "The hostile attitude towaris Enelish an^ American 
aviators ot to be promoted by the SD, but by the Security Police." 
CAPT. CONKLIN: No objections 


Let the affidavit be marked SD No. 51 for identification. 


DR. GAWLIK: My noxt afficavit D Noe 52 by "ILHELM KEITEL, referring 
to the following. In the documents of the indictment, 553-PS, 498 PS, and 522. 
Se, the Security Police is to be understood by any reference to the SD not 
the inland intelligence service AMT III nor the foreien intelligence service 
AMT VI or AMT VII. In this affidavit Keitel says: “During tho trial in 
N rnberg, I realized that the concession which is also preveland in military 
circles concerning the tasks an? work of the SD as a police executive organ 

not correct. It is rather the caso that very often in military languaro 

and in regula ‘tions, the letters SD are mentioned -- if on thé other hand the 
competent organ of police with execusive power is really meant. Therefore, 
it roally should have said Chief of Socurity Police and SD, instcad of just 
tho abbreviation SD. As for: me “igh command he amy is concerned, I 
can declare that in f the ice there was a mistaken conception 
concerning the authority he SD in this respect, an? that this has led t 
a wrong use of the abbreviation | 

MR. TAYLOR: Any objection to the affidavit? 

COL. SMIRNOW: No objection, 

MR. TAYLOR: The affidavit submitted will be marked SD Noe 52 for 
identification. 

* κ κ OR κκ 
GAWLIK: The next affidavi SD No, 53 by EMIL PROESCHEL, refers 


tho persecution of the Jewse Statemont 


English text of thc Trial Bricf)e iroeschol says that the SD dic not have a 
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hand in antie-S mitic programs of tho year 1988, 
M. TAYLOR: Any objection? 
The affidavit submitted will bo marked SD No, 53 for identifionti-n. 

κας κ ἡ G 3h 

DR. GANLIK; the next affidavit Noe 54 refers to tho porsocution of the 
in France. The affidavi 5 Re HOBNST LAUBE, and ho says 
tho SD did not hve a hand in O wish persecutions in France, 
ζω CONKLIN: No Objection, 


MR. TAYLOR: Affidavit will be marked SD Mo. 54 for identification. 


DR. GAWLIK: Next affidavit of THEO. GAHRMANN concorns 155615 with the 
persecution of the church. Statement of evidence VII-B, pace 63 of the "nrlis! 
trenslation of tho Trial Brief. "The activities of the church commission of 
the SD was not to bring about measures to persecute the church. The reports 
of the SD only were to give leadership an indication of tho religious movce 

within the various denominations and the result of measures by the leader. 

FrOUDS « the confidence men of tae SD did not serve as spies to cooperate 
with the Gestapo activities against church members, The SD Amt III did not 


concern itself at all with my church questions. The church committeo of 


the Gestapo wns not tho successor c? Abteilung 11/15. 
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Affidavits-Sn 
MR. TAYLOR: Any objections? 
affidavit as submitted will be marked SD #55 for 


1 dentificaticne 


DR. GAWLIK: The next affidaviris supposed to take the place of 
Helmut Fromm who already had becneccepted as a witness, but could not be 
heard any more. I want to prove with this the Cuties, gcals, and activities 
and methods of the SD in the Government General, and its conrection with the 
fact that iie members of the SD which werc active in the Government General 
did not aic in the conspiraciés and in thecarrying cut of crimes, according 
to article VI of the statute. "In the Government General there was nc 
coopcration between the SD an“ the Gestapo. The Abteilung III were separated 
both by organization in their duti. and activities from theof fices of 
the Security rolice.  rersons which had to do nothing were n t connected 
with the SD or Amt III seem to be members of the SD in the Government 
Generale The SD with the Government General only had the intelligence goal. 
The SD in the Government General +2 not participate in the conspiracy. 
The SD did not have a specal function in the Government General to find 


out and to execute persons that were racially or politically unwanted. The 


SD in the Government Gencral was not responsi) le for the erection and the 


administration of concentration camps or for the extermination camp thri ugh 
forced labor and mss murder, The SD did not carry or Cid not haveto carry 
ut the measures which are mentioned in cocuments L-37, 1553 and L-63. The 

SD cid not have any prisons in the Government General, Ihe only prisons 
were of the Gestapoe The SD did nct participate in the doportation of 
citizens of ‘the occupied territories in the Government General." 

UR. TAYLOR: Any objection to the afficavit? 

Ci.tT. CONKLIN: No obj 


10 
ο” 


etionse 
MR. TAYLOR: Affidavit will be marked ST #56 for identificaticn. 
DR. GAWLIK: I want to prove my next four documents, Nos, 57 to 6C 
inclusive, thatthe membership of t`. S^ and Amt III was usually nct volun- 


tary but having its basis in the cceree of an ordere 
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SD Noe 57 being Borrar? Dilger, formerly of Gau Kaornter. 
Membership cf the SD was accordinz to official crder 57.2 percent of 
male, and 53.8 percent of female nei »ers; 55.9 percent of all members 
of the SD bclonged to the organization due tc result cf official decrees 

COLONEL SMIRNOV: I believe that it would be better instead of 
presenting these affidavits , thc defense wculd present those official 
decrees according to which these ;oople are joined. I think then we could 

ige as to the percentage of people that had to go to tho organizaticne 

DRe GAWLIK: I don't krcw for sure right now, but I believe I 
do have that decree in my document »ooke. However, if I co not, I, of 
course,am ready to intrpduce this docusent into my document book, 

COLONEL SMIRNOV: I believe ib is only possible for us to dis- 
cuss these affidavits, if we have sae deerces in front of us, and if we 
can look at that decree, because I personally co not believe thet such a 
qlecree does actually cxifte 

Re TAYLOR: The defense having stated that it would submit the 
"ecrec in its document book, with that understanding the affidavits ۰ 
57, 58, 59 and 60 will be received and marked for identification, 

Di. GAWLIK: Yese SD Noe 58, Dre Hans Ehliche The composition 
of Group 3B; the membership of 85 percent of the members of Group 3B was 
due to official tcrecse The 3 Abtcilungslcitern section chiefs, two 
belonged to the SD due to this official order. 82 percent of the experts, 
and committee members belonged to the SD due to these official orcerse 
SD No,.59, Karl-Heins Bendt,  SDeloitabschnitt Duesseldorf, The 31 male 
members, 15 belonged to the SD due to official decrees = individual member- 
ship due to cfficial^cerces of 3 section chiefs only; of l| aids three; 


of ll liaiscn chiefs, four; of 7 managers of liaison positions, three, and 


SD Noe 60. Adolf Otte SD=abschnitt Saarbrueckén, Gaugebiet Saar- 


pfalz einschliesslich Lothringune 76 members of which 3l belonged to the 
SD cue to official orders, . 
The next two affidavits, Nos, 61 and 62, concern themselves with mt 


VI, and so far I have not presented any witnesses, or any affidavits ccr- 
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affidavits- SD 
cernin: ¿mt VI, andthercfore this sumary cf 61 is a little bit nre 
sensitivce The duties, goals, anc activibies cf Amt VI, especially that 
it was not one of the dutics, activities and goals of amt VI te aida 
conspiracy, or crimes against the pence, war crimes, or crimes against 
humanity. «Iso theorganizntion of {mt VI was completely independent am 
of membership of the organization of Amt VI was generally nct voluntary 
^ue to official “ecrccs; anc, further, that the activity of Group VBwas 
not generally known, partly not cven t5 the chief of Lmt VI. 
Walter Schellenierg. The Foreign Intelligence Service, 

an independent organizatian which was in no connection with 
imt III or IV, or VII, or the TSHA, and the SS. One can speak of an 
official connection with Amt ITI ang VII only partially and 
limitaticnse The ¿mt VI dic 
out crimes according to Article 
in such conspiracy in any waye he reas ns and activities of Grou; 
werc not completely open, andpart?^r were known only to a small circle 
and partly was not known at all to members of Amt VI. 


3 


Amt IV cid τοῦ participate in war crimes, as there monticned in tie 
trial brief against tho Gestapo -nd SD undorNo. la-2L, 
GAWLIK: Oke 

HE INTERPUETZR: GAe2L, and it was not used to carry out 

these crimese The Amt VI did not vive any orders concerning mass executi 
East, à large part of th» personnel of the Foreign Intelligence 

fmt VI and military were not volunteers, wut tather their 
activity was due to soecallec labor crafts law, and in th: 
cffices, solciers, and civil service employees, it was dwe tc official 
commande, which means transfers without regarding the wishes of the 
individual. The numbers these members which were not voluntary in the 


Foreign Intelligence Service until 1913 was :about thirty-five percents 


19, was far over fifty percent. 
9 


TAYLOR: Let the affidavits submitted with nccbjecti 


marked SN 61 for identification, 
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01:11 ال‎ CONKLIN: | is no objections 
"Re GAWLIK: SD Walter Schellenberg, SD-.usland only 
existed until 1) February 19, and at thttime was incorporated due to 
its fusion with the military counter imtellizence into a now organization 
of secret information servicce 


Mi. TAYLOR: There being no bjection, the affidavit wil 


marked SD 62 for identification, 


DR. GOLIK: The next affidavit Noe 53 concerned its lf with 
imt VIIe I want to state here especially I did not hend in any affidavits 
concerning ¿mt VII; sc 


far I did not question any witness concerning their 
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organization, 

COLONEL SMIRNOV: If I am not mistkenc و‎ 4mt VII does not belong 
to the accused criminal organization. If I am not mistaken it was 
only III, Iv and VI that were accuser’ of being criminal organization, 

DR. GAJLICK: I do agree heartily with the Russian Prosecutor, 

L myself am not sure whether or not . t VII ir among the accused 
organization, However, upt to now tl. prosecution has never made 
this point clear, therefore, it wai. my duty as defense lawyer to 
defend Amt VII with all the others, I refere when I make this 
statement tothe indictment which accused Amt III, IV and VI, but 
Which coes not mention Amt VII, That is correct only on the in- 
Cictment whore only Amt III و‎ IV anc Vi are mentioned, However : 
the indictment also speaks of the ST ss a unit. If the prose- 
cution agrees with me, am. states t^ Ὁ Amt VII is not among the 
accused organiz-tion, then, of course, I wiil recall the affidavit, 

MR. TAYLOR: The objection of the prosecution vill be mted by 
the Tribunal, and for the purpose of the record the affidevit will 
be marked SD 63 for identification; provicod there is no charge 
against Amt VII, the affidavit, of course, is surplus, and is df 
novalue, but in order to make the record, the Comission is going 
to receive the affidavit into evidence, 

DR. GAWLIK: SD No, 63, Dr. Paul Dittel, Amt VII was completdy 
independent organization aside from the interior intelligence service 
from Amt III, and F reign Intelligence Service VI. The members of 
juat VII did not know there was a secretive plan to carry out crines 
against peace, of war crimes, an? crimes against humanity. It 
was not duty of imt VII to carry cut Spy cutics for the Gestapo. 


Amt VII Cid not cooperaté-in war crisus listed under 64 or Le Amb 


not have a duty to persecute the Jows end the Church. 


TAYLOR: Let's go on to No.6h. 

GAWLIK: SD affidavit No.64 concerns itself with the Immigration 
Central Office. This is a repudiation of the statement that the Imni- 
gration Central Office hac the duties to evacuate certain areas, witha 
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goal of continucd colonization of occupied territors, or the Gestruc- 


tion of the notional existence, and, therefore, to furthor German in- 


fluence, (trial brief against the SS-38G, page 33 and 35 in the German 


translation). 

HR. TAYLOR: <Any objections to the affidavit? 

C..^T4IN CONKLIN: No, objection. 

DR. GAWLIK: SD No.64, Martin Sancberger, Immigration Officer, did 
not have to duty to evacuate people from occupicd territories in order 
to colonize these occupied territorios, or to destroy the national 
existence in arder to insure a continual cnlarzement of the German 
orders, 

HR. T.YLOR: There being no objection, the affidavit will be 
makred SD No.64, for indentification. <Any further affidavits? 

DR. GAWLIK: No, that is all. I have no more, 

MR. TAYLOW: The Comission will acjourn until two o'clock. 

(The Commission a. journcd for noon recess until 1400 hours), 

The foregoing is a true and correct transcript of the subaitti.n of 
Affidavits by Dr. Gawlik, taken on <5 July 1946, 
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